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PER CURIAM.

Faintiff Robert Haddix, individualy and as next friend of Bobbi Haddix, gppedls as of right from
the trid court order granting defendant's motion for summary disposition pursuant to MCR
2.116(C)(10). Wereverse.

The trid court granted defendant’s motion for summary disposition pursuant to the wrongful
conduct rule. However, in Pochv Anderson,  MichApp___,  ;  NW2d ___ (Docket No.
198938, issued 3/27/98), this Court recently clarified that the wrongful conduct rule does not
automaticaly bar an action when a plaintiff has violated a satute. Violation of a pend datute can be
prima facie evidence of negligence. Michigan has adopted a comparative negligence system, in which a
plaintiff’s negligence merdly reduces the amount of her recovery. Seeid. a dip op p 4. If acomplete
cause of action can be shown without the necessity of proving the plaintiff’sillegd act, the plaintiff will
be permitted to recover notwithstanding that theillega act may be important in explaining the other facts
of thecase. Seeid. at dip op pp 4-5.

In the indant case, plaintiff’s crimind acts, like the plaintiff’sin Poch, are not the source of her
cause of action. Furthermore, plaintiff’s wrongful conduct was not of the type that typically invokes the
rule and bars a plaintiff’s cause of action. See id. a dip op p 5. Accordingly, we reverse the trid
court’ s grant of defendant’s motion for summary disposition.



Reversed. Paintiffs being the prevailing parties, they may tax costs pursuant to MCR 7.219.
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